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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address- 

All claims being allowable, PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSED in this application. If not included 
herewith (or previously mailed), a Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85) or other appropriate communication will be mailed in due course. THIS 
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS. This application is subject to withdrawal from issue at the initiative 
of the Office or upon petition by the applicant. See 37 CFR 1.313 and MPEP 1308. 

1 . |EI This communication is responsive to Request for Continued Examination filed on February 25, 2009. 
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International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Examiner's Amendment 

1 . An examiner's amendment to the record appears below. Should the changes and/or additions be 
unacceptable to applicant, an amendment may be filed as provided by 37 C.F.R. §1.312. To ensure 
consideration of such an amendment, it MUST be submitted no later than the payment of the issue fee. 

2. Authorization for this examiner's amendment was given in a telephone interview with Jens 
Jenkins on April 6, 2009. Please note that Applicant's previous amendment submitted on February 25, 
2009 was entered. 

3. The application has been amended as follows: 

Claim 1. (Currently Amended) In a computing environment comprising an online game service and 
a plurality of online game players playing a game at remote client computers that are connected to the 
game service, a method for automatically arbitrating at the game service a disputed outcome because of 
inconsistent game outcomes reported to the game service by the plurality of players, the method 
comprising steps offer: 

requiring, at the game service, at the beginning of an online game session and prior to beginning the 
game, each of a plurality of players to register with an arbitration server at the game service; 
retaining so that i n th e e v e nt of any subs e qu e nt d i sconn e ct from th e gam e s e ss i on a record i s r e ta i n e d at 
the game service of each player that agreed to play at the beginning of the game session irrespective of 
whether each player finished the game session; 

creating and storing at the game service a unique ID at the beginning of a game session for that session 
so that each registered player for that game session is identifiable as to that game session; 
determining, at the conclusion of the online game session played by the plurality of registered players, 
results for the game session independently at each client computer of the plurality of registered players 
which remains connected to the game service^ 

recording such that the outcome of the game session with respect to all registered players i s r e cord e d 
from th e p e rsp e ct i v e of independently at each connected client computer^ 

thus-creating a plurality of independent and potentially incons i stent records of the same game session; 
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receiving reports at the gaming service at the conclusion of the online game session played by the 
plurality of registered players from at least two client computers from the plurality of the registered 
players, each report received from a registered player including the outcome of the game session for all 
registered players, as independently determined by the client computer of the registered player; 
comparing, automatically at the game service, the results of all reports submitted to the game service to 
determine if any inconsistency exists in the outcome of the game session based on the results that were 
reported; 

declaring, if the game service determines that no inconsistency exists between the reports submitted to 
the game service, and if results are reported by all of the registered players, the outcome of the game 
session based on the results found in the submitted reports; and otherwise, 

applying at the arbitration server of the game service, if either an inconsistency exists in the results that 
were reported or if not all of the initially registered players for the game session submitted a report at the 
end of the game session, a predefined set of arbitration rules using any previously determined trust 
ratings stored at the game service for any of the registered players to determine the official results for the 
game session; and 

updating at the game service a trust rating for each of the registered players, based on events relating to 
how the game was played by each registered player, irrespective of whether a report was submitted by a 
player or not. 

Claim 2. (Previously Presented) The method of Claim 1, wherein each submitted report indicates 
whether connectivity to another client was lost during the game session. 

Claim 3. (Cancelled) 



Claim 4. (Currently Amended) The method of Claim 2, wherein i f th e subm i tt e d r e ports i nd i cat e 
that conn e ct i v i ty was l ost w i th anoth e r c lie nt us e d by a p l ay e r who r e g i st e r e d, and th e oth e r c lie nt d i d not 
report resu l ts, the arbitration rules wiH determineinq that the client not reporting results simply 
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disconnected and stopped participating in the game session before its completionT when the submitted 
reports indicate that connectivity was lost with another client used by a player who registered, and the 
other client did not report results. 

Claim 5. (Currently Amended) The method of Claim 2, further comprising a step for of enabling a 
player that is unable to communicate with the gaming service using a preferred communication protocol 
because said player is being subjected to packet bombing, to instead employ at least a limited 
transmission to the gaming service using an alternative communication protocol that is unaffected by the 
packet bombing, said arbitration rules treating the limited transmission as an indication that said player 
may have been unable to communicate with the gaming service and other players with the preferred 
communication protocol as a result of the packet bombing. 

Claim 6. (Previously Presented) The method of Claim 1, wherein a report from a player may 
indicate whether any event or condition was noted for a specific other player that is outside predefined 
parameters for play of the online game, where said event or condition shows that the specific other player 
is executing a modified online game. 

Claim 7. (Cancelled) 

Claim 8. (Cancelled) 

Claim 9. (Cancelled) 

Claim 10. (Currently Amended) The method of Claim 1, further comprising a step for of updating a state of 
the game session that is stored by the gaming service when determining the official results by applying 
the arbitration rules. 
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Claim 11. (Currently Amended) The method of Claim 1, wherein the arbitration rules determine that a 
network filter was or was not applied by at least one player tf when the reports received by the gaming 
service include conflicting results for the game session. 

Claim 12. (Currently Amended) The method of Claim 1, further comprising a step fef of initially applying a 
predefined time interval for the game session, after which the gaming service will not consider any reports 
received from a player when determining the official results of the game session. 

Claim 13. (Currently Amended) The method of Claim 12, further comprising a step fe* of enabling the 
players to request an extension of time for the predefined time interval, if when the additional time is 
required to complete the game session. 

Claim 14. (Currently Amended) The method of Claim 1, further comprising a step fef of requiring that the 
online game report the results of the game session after the game session is over, for all registered 
players for the game session. 

Claim 15. (Previously Presented) A memory medium that stores an executable computer program that is 
tangibly embodied on a computer readable medium, for carrying out the steps of Claim 1 . 

Claim 16. (Currently Amended) A server computing device used in an online gaming service for 
determining official results when the outcome for a game session of an online game that is played by a 
plurality of players is in dispute, each player using a client computing device connected to the online 
gaming service, wherein each client computing device executes the online game, the server computing 
device comprising: 

a memory used for storing machine instructions; 
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a network interface that couples the server computing device in communication with client computing 
devices participating in the game session; 

a processor that is coupled to the memory and to the network interface, said processor e x e cut i ng th e 
mach i ne i nstruct i ons to carry out a p l ura li ty of funct i ons, i nc l ud i ng: programmed to perform the following 
instructions: 

reguiring, at the game service, at the beginning of an online game session and prior to beginning the 
game, each of a plurality of players to register with an arbitration server at the game service; 
so that i n th e e v e nt of any subs e gu e nt d i sconn e ct from th e gam e s e ss i on retaining a record i s r e ta i n e d at 
the game service of each player that agreed to play at the beginning of the game session irrespective of 
whether each player finished the game session; 

creating and storing at the game service a unique ID at the beginning of a game session for that session 
so that each registered player for that game session is identifiable as to that game session; 
determining results for the game session independently at each client computer of the plurality of 
registered players which remains connected to the game service at the conclusion of the online game 
session; 

recording the outcome of the game session with respect to all registered players independently at each 
connected client computer; 

creating a plurality of independent records of the same game session; 

receiving reports at the gaming service at the conclusion of the online game session played by the 
plurality of registered players from at least two client computers from the plurality of the registered 
players, each report received from a registered player including the outcome of the game session for all 
registered players, as independently determined by the client computer of the registered player^ 
wh e r ei n r e su l ts for th e gam e s e ss i on ar e d e t e rm i n e d i nd e p e nd e nt l y at e ach c lie nt comput e r of th e 
p l ura li ty of r e g i st e r e d p l ay e rs wh i ch r e ma i ns connected to th e gam e s e rv i c e at th e conc l us i on of th e 
on li n e gam e s e ss i on, such that th e outcome of th e gam e s e ss i on w i th r e sp e ct to a ll r e g i st e r e d p l ay e rs i s 
r e cord e d from th e p e rsp e ct i v e of e ach conn e ct e d c lie nt comput e r, thus cr e at i ng a p l ura li ty of i nd e p e nd e nt 
and potent i a ll y i ncons i stent records of tho samo gamo sess i on; 
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comparing, automatically at the game service, the results of all reports submitted to the game service to 
determine if any inconsistency exists in the outcome of the game session based on the results that were 
reported; 

declaring, if the game service determines that no inconsistency exists between the reports submitted to 
the game service, and if results are reported by all of the registered players, the outcome of the game 
session based on the results found in the submitted reports; and otherwise, 

applying at the arbitration server of the game service, if either an inconsistency exists in the results that 
were reported or if not all of the initially registered players for the game session submitted a report at the 
end of the game session, a predefined set of arbitration rules using any previously determined trust 
ratings stored at the game service for any of the registered players to determine the official results for the 
game session; and 

updating at the game service a trust rating for each of the registered players, based on events relating to 
how the game was played by each registered player, irrespective of whether a report was submitted by a 
player or not. 

Claim 17. (Previously Presented) The server computing device of Claim 16, wherein each submitted 
report indicates whether connectivity to another client computing device was lost during the game 
session. 

Claim 18. (Cancelled) 

Claim 19. (Currently Amended) The server computing device of Claim 17, wherein tf when the submitted 
reports indicate that connectivity was lost with another client used by a player who registered, and the 
other client did not report results, the arbitration rules will determine that the client not reporting results 
simply disconnected and stopped participating in the game session before its completion. 



Claim 20. (Currently Amended) The server computing device of Claim 17, wherein the machine 
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instructions executed by the processor further cause the processor to d e t e ct a transm i ss i on from a c lie nt 
comput i ng d e v i c e us i ng a le ss pr e f e rr e d communicat i on protoco l , and to d e t e rm i n e that sa i d c lie nt 
comput i ng d e v i c e i s us i ng th e le ss pr e f e rr e d commun i cat i on protoco l b e caus e sa i d c lie nt comput i ng 
dov i co i s be i ng subjected to packet bomb i ng, whoro i n the l oss proforrod commun i cat i on protoco l i s 
unaff e ct e d by pack e t bomb i ng, sa i d arb i trat i on ru le s tr e at i ng th e transm i ss i on as an i nd i cat i on that sa i d 
c lie nt comput i ng d e v i c e may hav e b ee n unab le to commun i cat e w i th th e gam i ng s e rv i c e and oth e r c lie nt 
comput i ng d e v i c e s w i th a pr e f e rr e d communicat i on protoco l b e caus e of th e pack e t bomb i ng, enable a 
player that is unable to communicate with the gaming service using a preferred communication protocol 
because said player is being subjected to packet bombing, to instead employ at least a limited 
transmission to the gaming service using an alternative communication protocol that is unaffected by the 
packet bombing, said arbitration rules treating the limited transmission as an indication that said player 
may have been unable to communicate with the gaming service and other players with the preferred 
communication protocol as a result of the packet bombing. 

Claim 21. (Original) The server computing device of Claim 16, wherein a report indicating that an event or 
condition was noted for a specific other client computing device that is outside predefined parameters for 
play of the online game enables the server computing device to determine that the specific other client 
computing device is executing a modified online game. 

Claim 22. (Cancelled) 

Claim 23. (Cancelled) 

Claim 24. (Cancelled) 

Claim 25. (Original) The server computing device of Claim 16, wherein the machine instructions 
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further cause the processor to update a state of the game session that is stored in the memory, when 
determining the official results by applying the arbitration rules. 

Claim 26. (Currently Amended) The server computing device of Claim 16, wherein the arbitration rules 
determine that a network filter was or was not applied by at least one player tf when the reports include 
conflicting results for the game session. 

Claim 27. (Original) The server computing device of Claim 16, wherein the machine instructions further 
cause the processor to apply a predefined time interval for the game session, after which the server 
computing device will not consider any reports received from a client computing device when determining 
the official results of the game session. 

Claim 28. (Currently Amended) The server computing device of Claim 27, wherein the machine 
instructions further cause the processor to enable any of the client computing devices to request an 
extension of time for the predefined time interval, tf when the additional time is required to complete the 
game session. 

Claim 29. (Cancelled) 

Claim 30. (Cancelled) 

Claim 31. (Cancelled) 

Reasons for Allowance 

4. Regarding the claimed terms, Examiner notes that a "general term must be understood in the 
context in which the inventor presents it." In re Glaug, 283 F.3d 1335, 1340, 62 USPQ2d 1151, 1154 
(Fed. Cir. 2002). Therefore, Examiner must interpret the claimed terms as found on pages 1-32 of the 
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specification. Clearly almost all the general terms in the claims may have multiple meanings. So where a 
claim term "is susceptible to various meanings... the inventor's lexicography must prevail." Id. An 
exception to this rule is where "means for" language is used. Using these definitions for the claims, the 
claimed invention was not reasonably found in the prior art. 

5. The closest prior art of record is Leen et al. (US 2003/00501 14), Lavanchy et al. (US 6,758,754), 
Zucker et al. (US 6,468,155), and Buchegger (US 2003/0163729). 

6. The prior art of record discloses a conventional system and method for providing game results to 
a user of a gaming application. 

7. The prior art of record, however, does not teach at least these elements of claims 1 and 16: 

a. Determining, at the conclusion. . . gamer service; 

b. Recording the outcome. . . client computer; 

c. Creating a plurality... game session. 

8. Yet even if the missing claimed elements were found in a reasonable number of references, a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would not have been motivated to 
include these missing elements in an embodiment of the prior art disclosures because traditionally a 
gaming service does not receive from each client computer the results for all the registered players as 
independently determined by each client computer. 

9. Any comments considered necessary by Applicant must be submitted no later than the payment 
of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue fee. Such 
submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

10. Product claim 16 is not a hybrid claim because in order to anticipate/infringe, the 
reference/infringer must be in possession of the claimed "server computing device." Therefore 
performance is not required because "requiring" is not actually performed. In other words, as long as the 
claimed "processor" is programmed to perform the "requiring" steps (and the other claimed steps) and the 
reference/infringer is in possession of the claimed programmed processor, the embodiment would 
anticipate/infringe. 
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Conclusion 

11. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be directed to Chrystina 
Zelaskiewicz whose telephone number is 571.270.3940. The Examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday-Friday, 9:30am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
Examiner's supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached at 571.272.6779. 

12. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov>. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll- 
free). 

/Chrystina Zelaskiewicz/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3621 
April 6, 2009 



/ANDREW J. FISCHER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3621 



